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YOUR WILL IS NOT MY WILL: RHETORIC,
(DE)RESPONSIBILISATION, AND ARGUMENTATION IN
OLUSEGUN OBASANJO’S NOT MY WILL
SUNDAY A ADEGBENRO
UNIVERSITY OF IBADAN, NIGERIA

ABSTRACT
Olusegun Obasanjo’s Not My Will (NMW) is an autobiographical representation of Nigeria’s
socio-political history, and it has generated serious national political arguments. Despite the
controversies, studies on NMW, particularly in Nigeria, are very scanty. The present study
confronts the situation with a rhetorical examination of Olusegun Obasanjo’s NMW building
its analysis on selected narrativized arguments in which the former Nigerian President
deresponsibilises (takes reduced responsibility) or responsibilises (takes high responsibility)
for national political decisions taken during his regime as Nigeria’s military Head of State.
Deploying insights from argumentative and discourse analytic theories/models, the paper
enwraps Olusegun Obasanjo’s de/responsibilisation of security, education, socio-economic,
and ethnopolitical issues in two self-representational constructs: Obasanjo as a nationalist and
as a reformer. The two self-constructs coalesced with four socio-political issues that
characterised Olusegun Obasanjo’s military administration. These issues are the proscription
of NEWBREED Magazine in 1978, the Land Use Act, Ali Must Go saga and the controversial
1979 Presidential election. Obasanjo’s responsibilisation and deresponsibilisation of events
depict not only his priorities, strengths, and weaknesses but also his reasoning and justification
on issues. His establishment of common grounds is in form of shared warrants or beliefs in
arguments that can stand up to criticism.
Keywords: Autobiography, Rhetoric, (De)responsibilisation, Not My Will, Olusegun Obasanjo
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1.0 INTRODUCTION
Political autobiographies are public discourses that engage logical and emotional reasoning
aimed at proving that a particular course of action is either a good or bad one. The political and
social reasonings in public non-fictional narratives are capable of exerting considerable
influences on national and international politics, play an important role in the development of
personality and identity, as well as the ability to cope with political and life-related events on
a daily basis. Researchers like Bruner (1991), Aldridge (1993), and Fisher-Rosenthal (1995)
believe that people's selective recall and interpretation of autobiographical memories are
motivated by objectives, reasons, and intents that are related to or affected by their self or
identity.
As creative non-fiction, an autobiographical discourse is not just a way of telling someone or
oneself about one’s life as it enables writers to re-interpret or re-negotiate ‘self’ for the reading
of others. Thus, the discourse is considered rhetorical when the writer has created and
organized materials in a discursive manner to impact the reader's attitude. At the heart of
autobiographical writing is language, man’s unique gift that sets him apart from other creatures.
The role of language brings to the fore, the need to seek the meaning of the structure and
function of language in another dimension that is separated from the existing differences
between mentalist and behaviourist perspectives (Yaacob, 2016).
A notable Nigerian, whose autobiographical narratives have perpetuated Nigeria’s political
history is former Nigerian President, Chief Olusegun Obasanjo. Obasanjo’s penchant for
writing, most especially in documenting important facts about Nigeria’s political history is
undeniable. Adeoti (2003:7) affirms that ‘The seed of military officers’ narratives in Nigeria
was sown by Olusegun Obasanjo with his publication of My Command (1980) and Nzeogwu
(1987).’ He published Not My Will in 1990, This Animal Called Man in 1998, and My Watch
in 2014. The description and chronicling of events in Obasanjo’s non-fictional texts satisfy
Merghan’s (2008:5) definition of autobiography as “a retrospective narrative about the author's
life or a significant part of it, attempting to rebuild his/her development within a certain
historical, cultural and social context.’ The self-rebuilding often unfolds through the
autobiographer’s acceptance of high responsibility (responsibilising) or reduced/low
responsibility (deresponsibilising) for their actions or inactions.
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As said earlier, Not My Will was published in 1990, a decade after Olusegun Obasanjo
voluntarily handed over power to a democratically elected Civilian Head. It is an account of
the general direction which the military administration in Nigeria pursued from July 1975 to
October 1979 and an exclusive account of Olusegun Obasanjo’s stewardship while serving as
the Nation’s Head between 1976 and 1979. Obasanjo asserts that what brought the
Muritala/Obasanjo’s regime to the fore was not his will, but a concerted effort of some military
officers to halt the drift of ineptitude of Gowon’s administration. The memoir has attracted a
lot of attention and has continued to generate heated political arguments in Nigeria. One
undeniable fact about Olusegun Obasanjo’s autobiographical accounts of Nigeria’s political
history is that the debate about who got the facts right or wrong has diverted attention away
from how language has been used to lend legitimacy to specific truths or claims. The unceasing
controversies surrounding the texts have, once again, brought to the fore, questions on what
constitutes narrative arguments, rational persuasion, and autobiographical reasoning
(Osisanwo and Adegbenro, 2021).
Meanwhile, extant studies on Obasanjo have largely concentrated on his speeches and have
mostly excoriated his use of language both in public and private spaces (Shopeju and Ojukwu
2008, Oni 2010, Atolagbe 2010, Odebunmi and Oni 2012, Durotoye 2014, Osisanwo 2018,
and Odebunmi 2019). Obasanjo’s life narratives have not enjoyed robust scholarship like the
speeches except in the few available studies like Iliffe 2011, Odebunmi and Oni 2012,
Odebunmi 2019, and Osisanwo and Adegbenro, 2021. Others are in form of book reviews,
newspaper commentaries, and blog posts. The implication is that, despite the controversial
nature of the texts, there has not been enough attention from the rhetorical and argumentative
perspectives. Thus, the present study explores how Olusegun Obasanjo deresponsibilises (takes
reduced responsibility) or responsibilises (takes high responsibility) for national political
questions in Nigeria. It is an examination of the autobiographical arguments deployed by
Olusegun Obasanjo in validating claims and counterclaims, and the influence of these
arguments on the presentation and representation of the self (and others) in Not My Will.
2.0 THEORETICAL PERSPECTIVES
A combination of the theoretic concepts of deresponsibilisation and responsibilisation and
Toulmin’s model of argument has been deployed to present a comprehensive layout for
rhetorical argumentation that focused on examining bias, support, and assumptions as
exemplified in Olusegun Obasanjo’s representation of self and others in NMW.
Deresponsibilisation

and

responsibilisation,
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attributed

to

Cafi

(2002,

2007),

“deresponsibilisation”,

“deresponsabilzzazione”

(2002:118),

or

“deresponsibilities”

(2007:159), describes the act of avoiding responsibility or “weakened responsibility” which is
activated in a text through conflict-avoiding or politeness-induced vagueness or indirectness.
The theory has a background in the biblical burning bush narratives (Exodus 3: 1-15), which
reported the presence of fire that failed to burn the bush before Moses (Caffi 2002, 2007). Thus,
the term “bush” connotes the non-attributability of the ‘voices’ involved in uttering or writing”
(Odebunmi, 2019:3). Hedging, done through direct intralingual lexical choices, intralingual
footing or style shift or (in/direct) interlingual switch, is another device by which
deresponsibilisation or decreased responsibility is achieved (Mey 2016). Instances include
reference to an authority or attributing the origin of the current speaker’s utterance to another
source (Odebunmi, 2019:3).
Responsibilisation, on the other hand, is the unequivocal locution that directly attaches the
speaker or writer to the certainty of their argument. It uses no hedges and does not convey
information through the voice of another utterer or the evocation of another person’s authority
(Odebunmi,2019:3). While deresponsibilisation expresses certainty by the deployment of
modified voices, unclear choice of words, syntactic bushes, and “the hidden or overt references
to one’s interaction, even one’s body expressions (stance, face, closeness vs distance, touch)”
(Mey, 2016), responsibilisation does the same through clear lexical and syntactic choices, overt
references to the speaker’s or writer’s interaction and unequivocal conveyance of messages
through stance, face, closeness, distance, and touch.
Stephen Toulmin (1958, 2003) identified the inability of formal logic to explain everyday
arguments and developed his model of practical reasoning. Toulmin’s position is that
arguments do not occur arbitrarily, they are constructed out of statements. To convert
statements into arguments requires argument markers signaling that the statement following it
is a conclusion, and the statement or statements that come before it is/are offered as reasons on
behalf of this conclusion. The model has some semblance of a syllogism. Toulmin suggested
that the context and the type of audience determine the structure of an argument and proposed
six parts of every argument as distinct from the Classical argument structure which has three
elements. Toulmin’s model opined that the audience is not going to be easily convinced only
by your reasons. To get them to agree with you, you need to:
a. Explain the background values that make you believe this.
b. Explain how the values that you and your audience share (common ground).
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c. Connect the reasons you believe with those values.
d. State and answer objections.
e. Show how you are willing to limit or qualify your argument (optional)

Toulmin identified six elements of a persuasive argument and based his method of
argumentation on a model of law in which a person makes a claim, then gives ground to support
that claim, and backs the ground with a warrant. These three are present in every argument.
Other additional elements are backing, rebuttals, and qualifiers. This implies that, in this model,
one moves from grounds to claim, based on evidence, interpreted by a warrant, and making
allowances for reservations.
3.0 METHODOLOGY
The choice of Olusegun Obasanjo’s memoir, NMW as the first source of data hinges on the
crucially central position of Olusegun Obasanjo in Nigerian politics. An examination of his
political perspectives can serve as a compass for understanding key current and relatively past
national political questions in Nigeria. Samples that reflect Obasanjo’s argument on four key
issues were drawn from the text and were analysed using Toulmin’s model of argumentation.
Strictly top-down analysis is organised around two self-representational constructs; Obasanjo
as a nationalist, and as a reformer.
4.0 ANALYSIS AND FINDINGS
The structure of the analysis follows a categorisation of autobiographical arguments which
enfolds de/responsibilisations of national political questions during the military administration
of the Murtala/Obasanjo regime. Two self-representational constructs; Obasanjo as a
nationalist and as a reformer were identified. These were enwrapped in four discourse issues;
5

security, education, socio-economy, and ethnopolitics. The self-constructs coalesced with four
socio-political argumentation that characterised Olusegun Obasanjo’s military administration.
These issues are the proscription of NEWBREED Magazine in 1978, the Land Use Act, Ali
Must Go saga, and the controversial 1979 Presidential election.
4.1 Obasanjo’s representation of self as a Nationalist
Obasanjo presents self as a symbol of Nigerian nationalism and makes arguments that portray
him as the force behind Nigeria’s security and socio-political development. This is
demonstrated in his argument on the proscription of the NEWBREED Magazine in 1978 and
the controversial 1979 presidential elections.

4.1.1 Proscription of NEWBREED Magazine in 1978
The Nigerian press has witnessed different forms of repression, discriminatory decrees,
persecution, and rejection under various military governments since independence in 1960.
Historically, the Obasanjo government (1976-79) blazed the trail of repression of press freedom
as the regime was the first to make it an offence to publish information “which embarrasses the
government or a public officer or brings him to ridicule or disrepute”. In the enforcement of
this directive, the government banned the Magazine NEWBREED in June 1978 and the action
was greeted with widespread condemnation by the Nigerian press. Obasanjo attempts to
absolve self or his administration of any blame by stating that;
SAMPLE I
Contrary to ill-informed and mischievous peddlers of rumours, it was alleged
that Chris Okolie’s Newbreed was seized and banned for criticizing my
administration. Personally, I enjoy criticism because it keeps me on my toes. I
also enjoy discussion because it whets my appetite and sharpens my intellect. I
believe that Chris Okolie had lunch with me at Dodan Barracks once at the
instance of Yar’adua, I cannot remember if he cut any impression on me or if I
thought that he had much to offer other than his association and connection
which he tried to capitalize on and the threat and ‘influence’ of his ownership
of a press NMW (44).

The enthymematic import in this sample gives an inclination to the deresponsibilisation
strategy employed by the rhetor. First, critics were defined as ill-informed, mischievous, and
rumour peddlers to delegitimize whatever claim they have against the rhetor as mere
allegations. Second, the self-mention pronouns I (enjoy, believe, thought) beginning each of
the second, third, and fourth sentences are strategically placed to appeal to the emotions of the
6

audience and at the same time neutralize the ad-hominiem attack in the first sentence. The
premise is not clearly stated but it can be implied that Okolie’s NEWBREED was banned by
Olusegun Obasanjo’s administration (responsibilisation) except that it was for a different
purpose (deresponsibilisation) and the allegation affords the rhetor to publicize his personal
qualities as someone who likes criticism and thereby, rubbishing others’ opinion of him. The
argument expanded this position further by exploring cause and effect through an argument
construction that;
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Figure 1: Obasanjo’s argument on the Proscription of NEWBREED Magazine in 1978
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Obasanjo portrays self as a selfless leader and avows that NEWBREED was not banned for
criticizing him or his administration rather, it was for national security. This is based on the
ground that NEWBREED’s publication on the newly reformed NSO would have threatened
the corporate existence of Nigeria. Exemplification was used to state the warrant that some
cases that were pivotal to economic development were handled successfully by the NSO
something that would have been jeopardised if NEWBREED went ahead with its publication.
Citing the vicious critic of his administration, Bolaji Labanji, the rhetor appeals to the reader’s
reasoning that if Labanji was not attacked despite his provocative criticism of Obasanjo’s
regime, it would be illogical for anyone to have accused his administration over NEWBREED.
With this, the rhetor manages to appeal to the subconscious minds of the readers that if
NEWBREED was not banned, it would have affected the security architecture of the country.
4.1.2 The 1979 Presidential elections
The infamous 1979 Presidential election in Nigeria was full of intrigues, controversies, and
heightened tension. It was an acrimonious political contest between Obafemi Awolowo’s Unity
Party of Nigeria (UPN) and Alh Shehu Aliyu Shagari’s National Party of Nigeria (NPN).
Shagari won the election against Obasanjo’s kinsman and fellow Southerner Chief Awolowo.
The resulting court case generated a lot of furore and birthed the much-touted 2/3 of nineteen
when the Supreme Court ruled Per Curiam in favour of Alhaji Shehu Shagari. Olusegun
Obasanjo deresponsibilises his involvement in the election controversies and blames Obafemi
Awolowo and his party; the UPN for the media condemnations that greeted the Supreme
Court’s verdict, especially in the Western Region.
SAMPLE 1I
To objective and discerning observers, the cry of the UPN
that they had been rigged by my administration out of the
election is either a great cover-up or grandly political
mischief aimed at discrediting my administration and the
administration that succeeded us...
Here, Obasanjo used ad hominem attack as a deresponsibilisation strategy by castigating the
critics of the 1979 elections as subjective and undiscerning rather than responding to the
accusation. The prepositional phrase to objective and discerning observers is a loaded diction
meant to sway opinions before making the claim. The accusation that they had been rigged
by my administration out of the election is produced to prove a conclusion different from
the dispute. With this, he absolves self of any blame in the court process by delegitimizing the
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claim of others. He structured the argument such that the reality constructed to project the
infallibility of the election became repulsive.

Figure 2: Obasanjo’s argument on the 1979 Presidential elections imbroglio
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Obasanjo’s emphasis in this argument is on the moral obligation that he holds towards the
public, i.e. giving them a free and fair election devoid of favouritism or manipulation. He,
therefore, constructs self as a credible and trusted leader whose main goal is to hand over to the
people’s choice. In this case, Obasanjo is counteracting a general assumption: the 1979 election
is dubious, fraudulent, and does not conform to the constitutional provisions, through evidence
derived from one example Awolowo had 4.8 million votes while Shagari had 5.6 million to
submit that it was (it still is) inconceivable and I do not know by what Magic the FEDECO
would have given the verdict in favour of Awolowo. This is an instance of argumentation
based on the structure of reality. For instance; Awolowo could not have won the election
considering the margin between him and the winner encourages the reader to apply their
(positive) view of scoring the highest votes in an election to that of a winner.

With this construction, he contrasts the prayers of Awolowo before the court on the argument
of two-thirds of nineteen states with his subjective interpretation of the election results. To this
end, Obasanjo depicts them (the UPN) as those who rely on false assumptions and arrive at the
wrong conclusions. The points that can be deduced from Obasanjo’s reference to the opinions
of the three British legal luminaries and his self-styled definition of political relevance are that
he relies on arguments from example, authority, and analogy to effectively psyche the readers
and as such falsely presumes that agreement is established. The presupposition is that personal
reasons are offered as justifications for the standpoint, rather than as evidence for his beliefs.
Thus, he managed to escape the burden of proof by presenting his claim as enjoying agreement
even when this may not be the case.
4.2 Obasanjo’s representation of self as a reformer
Here, Obasanjo responsibilises his role and position as the designer of a modern Nigeria,
particularly on the socio-economic and the educational development of the country, and at the
same time, deresponsibilises his involvement or culpability in the controversies that greeted
some of his decisions as the head of the Nigerian State. This is demonstrated in his argument
on the promulgation of the Land Use Decree in 1978 and the controversial increment in the
cost of feeding in Nigerian Universities.
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4.2.1 The 1978 Land Use Decree
The 1978 Land Use Decree promulgated by the Obasanjo administration was one that affected
the generality of Nigerians more than anything else. The Decree abolished the existing
structures of freeholding and transferred all lands in each State of the Federation to the
Government of that State. The decree neglects the representatives of the communities who
pride themselves on being the legitimate owners of lands in their respective communities. This
then created more problems than it was meant to address, as this crucial portion of the act
triggered conflicts between the government and the populace, combined with a horrible misuse
of power by many state governors. Obasanjo asserts that;
SAMPLE 11I
As a government, we kept a totally open mind on the issue of land and land
reforms. But we observed that impeded access to the land created problems of
maladministration of land and population in Nigeria. The implication for
agricultural development and food production is obvious. The land use decree
was meant to make land readily available to those who need it to protect and
preserve their tenure. It was meant to discourage land hoarding and land
speculation. NMW (106)
Responsibilisation is evident in Obasanjo’s argument from definition to dissuade public
sentiment against the decree; The land use decree was meant to make land readily available
to those who need it to protect and preserve their tenure. However, his choice of the verb
phrase that was meant suggests that the standpoint has a mixture of unsure hypotheses; it is as
though the rhetor makes an admittance of the fact that the decree was not very successful.
Hence, deresponsibilisation is couched on the need to clarify the purpose for its design and
whose blame it is for not being successful.
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Figure 3: Obasanjo’s argument on the Land Use Act
The claim is to justify the promulgation of the Land Use Act by insisting that it was made with
the sole aim of defeating the problems associated with land use for public and private
development. It is grounded on a well-known phenomenon of the land tenure system prevailing
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in Nigeria at the time. The intention of making the decree is emphasised Our emphasis was
on land use and not on land-ownership and nationalisation and this is made manifest using
a common persuasive technique of including counter-arguments our action and our emphasis
was... and not... and providing rebuttals. The counter-arguments and his subsequent rebuttals
are used to strengthen the position that the land use decree was for the public good.
However, this is, in fact, pseudo-argumentation, as it pretends to air both sides of the argument
but represents the debate in selected terms. The warrant is explicitly stated and, thereby, gives
strength to the claim. The warrant needs no backing as it is assumed to be mutually shared by
both the rhetor and the audience to give an impression that its abuse by Obasanjo’s successive
administrators should not be blamed on the promulgation of the decree but rather on individuals
who are crying wolf and they are those that have been benefiting from the existing exploitative
status quo like some traditional rulers, solicitors, and urban land speculators. He qualifies the
claim by stating that the decree achieved its purpose but for those public officials that abused
it.
4.2.2 The 1978 Ali Must Go riot
The 1978 Ali Must Go riot is a historically significant episode in Nigeria’s education history.
An increment in the cost of a meal in Nigerian universities at the time pitted the students under
the umbrella of the National Union of Nigeria Students (NUNS) against the military
government headed by General Olusegun Obasanjo. It was a bloody confrontation that led to
the loss of lives, wanton destruction of public properties, and disruption of academic and social
activities across the country. Though the students accused the then Minister of Education
Colonel Ahmadu Ali of being the brain behind the increment, emerging reports later proved
otherwise.
Sample 1V
In 1977, when we asked students to pay more for their
meals, I had expected that they would riot as usual because
they were paying seventy-five kobo a day for breakfast,
lunch, and dinner. We felt we could not continue to sustain
such a heavy subsidy in the long run (NMW:112).
Olusegun Obasanjo takes responsibility for this decision through the manipulation of an
inclusive-we to express group participation in the decision to increase the cost of a meal
because the action was negative while the expectation of the act was personalised I had
expected that they would riot to show commitment to the action and the phrase as usual as
used in the context is an analogous distraction that has a red-herring effect. It is meant to
14

probably confuse the readers and makes an unbiased decision difficult. The argument structure
of this claim is constructed thus;

Figure 4: Toulmin’s representation of Obasanjo’s argument on the 1978 Ali Must Go riot
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The rhetor utilises analogically-deductive reasoning at 1.50 kobo per day, the government
was still paying Thirteen naira fifty kobo on each student on feeding alone to persuasively
psyche the readers that the increment was to pave way for other developmental projects and
that it is felt not to be too much for the students to bear since the government still subsidises
their feeding and accommodation. The connection between the warrant and the standpoint is
rooted in idolised patriotism expected of a committed Nigerian which presupposes that without
increasing the feeding fee, national development would be crippled because we felt we could
not sustain the subsidy in the long run. The presupposition is that those who opposed the
increment did not prioritise Nigeria’s interest and that the appropriate authorities that failed
to prevent the riots were unpatriotic. Regardless of the deleterious aftermath of his decision
and in a bid to register his preference for Nigeria’s development, Obasanjo shifts the blame to
the Vice-Chancellors by rebutting that the tragic event of that day was both preventable
and regrettable if they had taken appropriate steps to stem the tide.
5.0 Conclusion
Obasanjo’s rhetorical argumentation on four political circumstances during his military
administration has been linked to his responsibilities and deresponsibilities in the security,
socio-economic, education, and ethnopolitical contexts. The deployment of Toulmin’s model
of argument that recognises warrants as the base of all arguments has shown that Obasanjo’s
argumentation techniques were built on culture-implicit warrants and formed a constitutive part
of his varying standpoints. His responsibilisation and deresponsibilisation of events have
revealed not only his priorities, strengths and weaknesses but also his reasoning and
justification on controversial issues. As found in the data analysed, Obasanjo demonstrates his
mastery of the power of language in constructing a discourse world that places him as a trusted
narrator. Obasanjo’s will is to reform Nigeria and keep it united against the supposed will of
his detractors. He uses his knowledge of Nigerian history, political culture, and the belief
system to ground his arguments on premises that are appealing but contestable.

16

REFERENCES
Adeoti, G. 2003. Narrating the Green Gods: Nigerian Military rulers and the genre of
(autobiography. A paper for CODESRIA’S 30th Anniversary Conference, Dakar.
Adetunji, A. 2006. Inclusion and exclusion in political discourse: deixis in Olusegun
Obasanjo’s speeches. Journal of Language and Linguistics, 5(2), 177-191.
Aldridge, J. 1993. The textual disembodiment of knowledge in research writing. Sociology
27, 53,56
Allison K. R. 2019. The functions of Homonoia in the rhetoric of Constantius II: Persuasion,
justification of coercion, propaganda. Rhetorica, vol 37:19, 215-241
Anne, W. 2003. The identity of autobiographical memory. Canada: University of Waterloo
Anouk van der Graaf. 2016. Powerful patterns of persuasion: Reading the activist
autobiography MA Thesis, American studies program, Utrecht University
Awonuga, C. O. 2005. A stylistic study of “Sustenance of democracy” by Nigeria’s
President Olusegun Obasanjo. Journal of social science 11:2 111-119
Ayeomoni, M.O. 2005. A linguistic-Stylistic investigation of the language of the Nigerian
political elites. Nbula. 2 (2), 153- 168
Ayoola, K., 2005. Interpreting Nigeria’s political discourse. A study of President Olusegun
Obasanjo’s July 26, 2005 address to Nigeria’s National Assembly. Papers in English
linguistics. 6, 1-13
Babatunde, Sola and Odepidan, Oluwatobi 2009. Pragma-rhetorical strategies in selected
speeches of Nigerian President Olusegun Obasanjo. In Akin Odebunmi, Arua
E.
Arua and Salami Arimi (eds) Language, Gender and
Politics: A
festschrift
for Yisa Kehinde Yusuf, pp. 297 – 312.
Bruner, J 1991: The narrative construction of reality. Critical Inquiry. Harvard: Harvard
University Press 18, 1–15.
Bruner, J. 1986. Actual minds, possible worlds. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.
Caffi, Claudia. 2002. Sei lezioni di pragmatica linguistica. Genova: Name.
Caffi, Claudia. 2007. Mitigation. Oxford: Elsevier. Studies in Pragmatics,
Fisher R. W. 1995. The problem with identity: Biography as the solution to some (post)
modernist dilemmas. Comenius 3. 250. Utrecht
http://bircu-journal.com/index.php/birle/article/view/2286
Iliffe, J. 2011. Obasanjo: Nigeria and the world. Oxford: James Currey
Khamaiel A. 2017. A narrative account of argumentation. Ph.D. thesis. York University
Toronto, Ontario. Language, gender and politics: A festschrift for Yisa Kehinde Yusuf.
297 – 312.
Mey, J.L 2016. When hedging fails: evidentiality and un(certainty) New York: Mouton de
Gruyter.
17

Obasanjo O. 1990. Not My Will Lagos: Heinemann
Obasanjo, O. 1980. My Command: An account of the Nigerian Civil War 1967-70. Ibadan:
Heinemann
Odebunmi, A. 2019. “De/responsibilising National Political Questions in Nigeria: A
conceptual reading of Olusegun Obasanjo's My Watch”. Currents in African Literature
and the English Language. X: 16-37
Osisanwo, A. O 2020. Responsibilisation and Discourse: A Study of the Nigerian 2019
Election Postponement Speech of INEC Chairman. Covenant Journal of Language
Studies (CJLS) 8:2, 2354-3582.
Osisanwo, A. O & Adegbenro S. A. 2021. The Leader is a Watchman: A pragma-dialectical
reading of Olusegun Obasanjo’s My Watch. Budapest International Research
and
Critics in Linguistics and Education (BirLE) 4:3, 1072-1083.
Taiwo R. 2008. Legitimization and coercion in political discourse: A case study of
Olusegun Obasanjo address to the PDP elders and stakeholders’ forum. Issues in
Political Discourse Analysis, 2(2), 79-91.
Taiwo, R. 2010. Conceptual metaphors in Nigerian political discourse. A Journal of the
Faculty of Arts, Delta State University 3(1), 170-185.
Yaacob S. 2016. Mentalist Vs Behaviorist: Chomsky’s Linguistic Theory. Global Journal AlThaqafah 6(1):7-12

18

